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Encyclopedia Biblica. A Critical Dictionary of the Literary, Polit- 
ical, and Religious History, the Archaeology, Geography, 
and Natural History of the Bible. Edited by Rev. T. K. 
Cheyne, M.A., D.D., and J. Sutherland Black, M.A., 
LL.D. Vol. II, E-K. New York : The Macmillan Co., 
1901. Pp. 1344 (columns 2688). 

The second volume of this great dictionary is marked by somewhat 
more of editorial perspective than was its predecessor. None the less, 
characterized as it is by almost exhaustive scholarship, it yet shows too 
often a disregard of the relation of the importance of the subject to the 
space assigned. The article on the Gospels, for example, fills 133 
columns, that upon the Hexateuch 12, that upon Isaiah (the book) 19, 
that upon Jesus 20, that upon John the son of Zebedee (including 
the Fourth Gospel) 59. It is evident that the interest of the editor 
is with critical questions rather than with the intrinsic importance of 
subjects. 

The articles dealing with the Old Testament include some matters 
of first importance. That upon Israel, by Professor Guthe, is a clear 
sketch of the history of the people, including a somewhat radical 
rewriting of the pre-Canaanitic period. Professor Cheyne's on the 
Book of Isaiah analyzes the book into small fragments, at the same 
time giving an excellent summary of the history of modern criticism. 
It is interesting also as indicating the progress of Professor Cheyne's 
views as to the composition of the book. He now holds that chaps. 
56-66 contain no work of the second Isaiah, but belong, with a 
probable exception of 63 : 7 — 64 : 12, to the time of Nehemiah. The 
final redaction of chaps. 46-66 he holds to have been early in the 
Greek period, while the first half of the book was completed between 
250 and 220 B. C. Probably the second half reached its final form 
about the same time. Professor W. Max Miiller, in his paper upon 
Egypt, has produced a sketch which will prove of great value for all 
students of the nation. The article of Professor Charles upon Escha- 
tology is to a considerable extent an epitome of his Critical History of 
the Doctrine of a Future Life and fills fifty-five columns. It is not pos- 
sible here to discuss his position in detail, but in general it may be said 
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that it is probably the best statement yet made in equal limits of the 
development of Jewish eschatological opinions. Another very inform- 
ing, though brief, paper is that by Professor Jastrow upon the Hittites. 
In the seven columns assigned him he gives a clear summary of 
information at our disposal, although all of his conclusions will hardly 
satisfy some of the Hittite enthusiasts. The composite article by G. A. 
Smith, W. Robertson Smith, and C. R. Conder upon Jerusalem is not 
an altogether satisfactory piece of work, lacking as it does unity of 
treatment. At the same time, it discloses in a very interesting way 
the progress which has been made in topography of the Holy City 
during the last few years. We could have wished that either G. A. 
Smith or Conder had written the article entirely. It is to be noticed 
in passing that G. A. Smith favors the view that Akra lay south of the 
temple. 

But undoubtedly the articles which will be counted as most impor- 
tant in this volume are those by Abbott and Schmiedel upon the Gos- 
pels and by Bruce upon Jesus. It is with great hesitation that one speaks 
of the latter. We cannot feel that it fairly represents the position of 
Professor Bruce, and it is incomparably inferior to the corresponding 
article by Sanday in the Hastings dictionary. It would have been 
much better to have omitted it altogether. In fact, it seems either to 
have been severely revised, or to be hardly more than an incomplete 
sketch made by Professor Bruce, which would have been developed 
later, had his lamented death not prevented. 

In regard to the articles by Abbott and Schmiedel upon the Gos- 
pels one hardly knows at which to be the more astonished, their ency- 
clopedic learning or their general tone of special pleading. Here 
again, it might be added, there seems to be an unfortunate lack of 
editorial oversight. Both articles cover to a large extent the same 
matters, but they reach different conclusions. The portion of the 
article by Abbott presents external evidence in a very complete way, 
although he should have discussed the Didache more in detail. It 
certainly furnishes positive external evidence for criticism. Why, also, 
should there not have been some reference to the symbolism of Her- 
mas ? One cannot help feeling also that he has treated Justin Martyr 
in a very high-handed manner — not to mention his treatment of 
Ignatius and Polycarp. As regards the fourth gospel, indeed, it 
almost seems as if he had deliberately chosen on independent grounds 
to regard it as unknown to Christian writers before the second half of 
the second century, and then to have undertaken to establish his point 
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by the manipulation of his material and the slighting of positive evi- 
dence. Witness, for instance, his treatment of the Johannine parallels 
in Polycarp and Ignatius. That there are difficulties in the Johannine 
problem not met by the traditional view we should be the last to deny, 
but to contend that the fourth gospel was not known in some form 
during the first quarter of the second century seems to us impossible to 
hold. Abbott admits that Tatian, the author of the Diatessaron, was 
the disciple of Justin Martyr, and yet he holds that Justin knew 
nothing of that fourth gospel which Tatian makes the warp of his 
work. Abbott is, indeed, forced to say that "Justin could not help 
accepting much of the Johannine doctrine, but expressed it as far as 
possible in un-Johannine language." Such special pleading as this finds 
fit companions in the author's acceptance of the Logia of Grenfell 
and Hunt as genuine sayings of Jesus ; in his statement that, according 
to Acts 19:3, for several years after Christ's death the baptism of John 
was actually overshadowing the baptism of Christ among certain Chris- 
tians; in his assertion that John 1:51 suggests that angels were always 
ascending and descending upon the Son of man; and in the "stum- 
bling-blocks" which he discovers in Mark 6:5; 1 132, 34, compared 
with Matt. 8 : 16 ; Mark 3 : 20, 21. It would seem to us that he must 
indeed have been a weak believer who would trip over such stumbling- 
blocks as these ! On many points, however, we find ourselves in 
agreement with the paper — especially with reference to the general 
synoptic theory. We cannot, however, go with it in its uncritical 
examination of the resurrection stories. 

The companion article by Schmiedel naturally, though not formally, 
falls into two parts. The first is a careful and remarkable presentation 
of the different data and theories which must be considered by the 
student of the synoptic problem. With none of them does Schmiedel 
quite agree, but argues strongly for the existence of exceedingly early 
sources of our present gospels, and goes so far as to say that the 
presence of some of the sayings of Jesus in what must be regarded as a 
late stratum of gospel material is not therefore an evidence of their lack 
of genuineness. An exceedingly important conclusion of his criticism 
is that it is possible to discover the sources of the sources embodied in 
the original Mark and the Logia. He does not, however, seem to realize 
the constructive importance of this conclusion, for, if, as he judges pos- 
sible, Luke was written in no (or even before 70), and it is possible to 
discover among its sources an original Mark and a collection of Logia, 
and if it be possible by another step of criticism to discover the 
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sources from which this original Mark and Logia were composed, then 
the conclusion is inevitable that we have material for the construction 
of the life and teaching of Jesus which comes from the eyewitnesses. 
It is, therefore, with disappointment that we come to his discussion of 
the credibility of the synoptists. His own critical positions should 
have shown him that the often petty variations in the synoptists, upon 
which he lays so much stress as arguments against their historical 
reliability, may be easily and legitimately accounted for on the basis 
of the transmission and redaction of the sources for which he himself 
has so acutely argued. And this makes an altogether stronger case 
for the credibility of the gospels than even his admissions contain. 
If it be true that it is possible to discover the sources, then the proper 
method of treatment open to the critic is the discussion of the geneal- 
ogy of the variation in the present gospels and the formulation of some 
method by which these sources may be used in constructive historical 
work. This Schmiedel does not do, but, to one's amazement, throws 
away his work, declaring that the credibility of the gospels can be con- 
sidered wholly apart from any theory of their sources. Then, as if 
criticism was a matter of purely accidental and antiquarian interest, he 
proceeds, by a microscopic discussion of variants and discrepancies, 
to discredit the credibility of the synoptists, as they stand. And yet 
we are inclined to think that much of the criticism passed upon his 
work in many journals has been too severe. He does, indeed, account 
for some of the miracles by the hypothesis of a materialization of 
figurative language, but only a superficial reading of his work would 
have led one to think that he believed that the only thoroughly credi- 
ble elements of the synoptists were the five or nine sayings which he 
regards as beyond historical doubt. In fact, he expressly states that 
these may be used for the testing of other material, and that by such a 
process we arrive at the historicity of a large amount of the material in 
the synoptists. The thing to be regretted is that Professor Schmiedel 
has not resolutely pursued his critical method, and, instead of magni- 
fying minor discrepancies, should not have indicated clearly the great 
importance of material which, in accordance with his own principles, 
one would accept as genuine in the synoptists. He believes in the 
historical Jesus of Nazareth, in certain of his miracles, and in the his- 
toricity of a resurrection ; and his chief objections to the gospels as 
they now stand, he holds, cannot affect the content of the teaching of 
Jesus as a whole. That he should reject the stories of the birth of 
Jesus, as well as the so-called nature miracles, cannot surprise anyone 
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conversant with theological tendencies in Germany. The chief diffi- 
culty with the entire article seems to be a determination to minimize 
the supernatural elements in Jesus' life. With this as a critical pre- 
supposition we have no patience. 

There remains space only to mention Schmiedel's article upon 
Galatia. With characteristic diligence he states the two views as to the 
location of the churches and concludes — as one would imagine after 
his article upon Acts — against Ramsay and Luke, in favor of the 
North Galatian position. Here again we cannot agree with him, chiefly 
because of his presupposition. And here again we come upon a crying 
need of today's biblical study: the supplementing of minute literary 
criticism by historical criticism. Had Schmidel worked more in the 
spirit of the historian and less in that of the merely literary critic, in 
both papers, he might have made a positive contribution to our stock of 
knowledge. As it is, the results of his work are negative and destruc- 
tive, as much because of his method as of his presuppositions. One of 
these days critics will learn to deal with large realities rather than with 
isolated details. As it is now, not only in Schmiedel's case, but in 
many papers in this Encyclopedia, they fail to see the woods because 
of the trees. 

S. M. 

The Expositor's Greek Testament. (Vol. II.) I, The Acts of 
the Apostles, by Rev. R. J. Knowling, D.D.; II, St. Paul's 
Epistle to the Romans, by Rev. James Denney, D.D.; III, 
St. Paul's First Epistle to the Corinthians, by Rev. G. G. 
Findlay, B.A. New York: Dodd, Mead & Co., 1900. 
Pp. 953. £7.50. 

The second volume of this new series puts at rest all question as 
to its place in theological literature. It is already a work of great 
value and usefulness. The accident that it is to be bound in cumber- 
some (though wonderfully light) volumes makes it none the less 
a series of commentaries by some of the most capable of British 
scholars. 

As important a portion as any of the present volume is the introduc- 
tion to Acts. Professor Knowling has given a very full statement of 
the different critical theories regarding the book, though he sym- 
pathizes with the ultra-traditional. Like all writers of his class, his 
interest in the book is literary rather than historical, and he approaches 
it through an introduction that quite fails to appreciate some of the 



